INTRODUCTION
Since its original description in 1912, nobody made a redescription of O. hylae. Prudhoe & Bray (1982, p. 33, figs 8a, b, c) only published drawings of Ophiotaenia hylae (BMNH 1968.4.19.1-15) from Litoria (Hyla) moorei, Cannington, Australia. This material has been examined and is here considered as belonging to Ophiotaenia sp. (see below) and not to O. hylae Johnston. New material of the true O. hylae was unavailable due to the extreme scarcity of its host, Litoria (Hyla) aurea. This species is actually considered threatened with extinction in Australia Pyke, 2002) . I had the opportunity to study Johnston' Ophiotaenia hylae Johnston, 1912 (Figs 3, 7) . OV = 68-71% (x = 70%, n = 11, CV = 2%). Vitelline follicles, in two lateral bands, occupying porally 91-97% of proglottis length, and aporally 94-97% of proglottis length (Fig. 3) 4) and one or sometimes several ventral apertures as described for Crepidobothrium spp (de Chambrier, 1989a, b Johnston (1912) situated the ovary and the vitelline follicles of Ophiotaenia hylae in the cortex. My observations show the ovary to be clearly medullary (see scheme, Fig. 6 ). As for the vitelline follicles, their position is difficult to assess as there are no clear lateral muscle bundles (Fig. 6) . The uterus stem is cortical with further development of diverticles into the medulla (Fig. 6) . Contrary to the opinion of Johnston (1912, p. (Zehnder et al., 2000) and those in the Gangesiinae (de Chambrier et al., 2003 
